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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment filed 8/4/04 and the response to 
restriction requirement filed 1 1/19/04. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
international application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

2. Claims 1-8 and 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kluss 
(6,463,419). 

3. With respect to Claim 1 : Kluss discloses the use of a system comprising a common 
carrier interface (See Figure 17, column 4, lines 34-55). The interface enabling a user to create 
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an electronic booking request, submit the booking request to an entity then receive confirmation 
from the entity (column 9, lines 23-29). Kluss discloses a charterer sending an e-mail to the ship 
owner to start negotiations, the examiner considers this to be a form of an electronic booking 
request. 

4. With respect to Claims 2-4: Kluss discloses the user interface can be customized by the 
user (column 7 line 42 to column 8 line 2 . and column 14, lines 49-65). 

5. With respect to Claim 5: Kluss discloses the system being used for maritime freight 
operations enabling a container to be transported (see abstract). 

6. With respect to Claims 6 and 7: Kluss discloses the charterer and the owner of the ship 
engaging in negotiations to determine the cost of shipping. The examiner considers Kluss to 
disclose entering two booking requests, one when the initial cargo parameters into the system 
(Step 1604), submitted before price negotiations (claim 7), and then negotiations occur, and the 
conclusion of the negations where the user enters into a contract (Step 1608) being a second 
booking request done after negotiations (claim 6). Kluss also discloses that after negotiations are 
concluded the price is held for the user for a later day, therefore price negotiated before booking 
request (column 15, lines 52-58). 

7. With respect to Claim 8: Kluss discloses a new user registering with the site (column 7, 
lines 1-17). 

8. With respect to Claims 13 and 14: Kluss discloses the use of a system comprising a 
common carrier interface (See Figure 17, column 4, lines 34-55). The interface enabling a user 
to create a booking request, submit the booking request to an entity then receive confirmation 
from the entity (column 9, lines 23-29). Kluss discloses the generation of an event notification 
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(column 26, lines 42-53) in the contract that is decided and entered into by both users, the charter 
and the owner of the ship (column 7, lines 47-67). 

9. With respect to Claims 15 and 16: Kluss discloses the use of a notification of failure of 
delivery (non-even) or delay of delivery (column 26, line 42 to column 27 line 37). 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 8/4/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

3. With respect to Applicant's arguments that Kluss does not disclose the system "creating 
an electronic booking request": First of all, the claimed invention are system claims, not method 
claims. The system of Kluss is fully capable of creating these request. However, Kluss does 
disclose a charter contacts the ship owner via-e-mail to enter into negations, the examiner 
considers the initial e-mail the chartered sends, to be an electronic booking request, due to the 
fact that it is over e-mail, therefore electronic, and it is the charter wanting to book room for 
shipping cargo, therefore a booking request. 

4. With respect to Applicant's arguments that Kluss fails to disclose receiving a 
confirmation of the electronic booking request; Kluss discloses the charterer and ship owner 
negotiating back and forth by e-mail until an agreement is entered into. The e-mail that the ship 
owner sends back to the charterer and the final agreement, the examiner considers to be a 
confirmation of the electronic booking request. 

5. With respect to Applicant's arguments that Kluss does not disclose forms that have been 
previously drafted by the user, or another user: As mentioned earlier, this claim is drawn to a 
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system, the system contains forms that are used to create contracts, who the forms were created 
by is non-functional limitations of the system claim. However, Kluss does disclose that the 
standard forms and interfaces can be customized by the user, and a database can store these 
preferences, therefore the examiner considers this to be that the booking request and 
confirmation are drafted from previously requests. 

6. With respect to Applicant's argument that Kluss does not disclose the confirmation of 
booking request: Kluss discloses that the negotiation and agreements are finalized and contracts 
drawn up, therefore the examiner considers when something is finalized, that it is confirmed. 

7. With respect to Applicant's arguments that Kluss does not discloses the container being 
"discharged from the vessel and the container delivered to an inland destination": Kluss discloses 
the invention being used in a maritime freight operation, where cargo is delivered over water, 
therefore it must be discharged from the vessel and delivered, before reaching the receiver, 
therefore being an inland destination. The claims are drawn to a system claim, where this 
method step is a capability of the system. The system of Kluss is fully capable of performing the 
function of discharging the cargo and delivering the cargo, therefore anticipated by the Kluss 
reference. 

8. With respect to Applicant's argument that the system does not participate in the 
communication between the charterer and the ship owner: The system of Kluss is not merely the 
one computer, but it includes the charterer and the ship owner also, therefore the system is 
involved in the communication. 

9. For the reasons stated above, the examiner considers Kluss to disclose the claimed 
invention, therefore the rejections stand as stated above. 
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Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jamisue A. Webb whose telephone number is (703) 308-8579. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30 - 4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (703) 308-2702. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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